
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



VIRGINIA SECTION 493 

a contract is made, and is to be performed, is a part of its obliga- 
tion. 6 

It is difficult to reconcile the statement made in Dupuy v. In- 
surance Co.,' that such contracts not in writing are voidable, with 
a subsequent statement by the court in the opinion in the same 
case, where it is said, "The Virginia Statute of Frauds does not 
affect the validity of contracts but only the remedy for their en- 
forcement." If the contract not in writing is indeed voidable, 
(by the effect of the Statute of Frauds in force in the lex celebra- 
tionis, also the lex solutionis) as is said in this case, 8 then on the 
authority of Miller v. Wilson, 9 and Edwards v. Kearzey, 10 it 
would seem that a personal action could not be maintained at the 
domicil of the owner to obtain damages on such personal con- 
tract. 

The question may be considered as still an open one, there be- 
ing practically no authority directly in point. 

W. R. A. 



Divorce — Desertion— Permanency. — A husband's desertion of 
his wife by refusing to treat her as his wife and by rejection of 
her appeals for reconciliation, held, not deprived of the element 
of permanency necessary to the granting of a divorce by his inti- 
mation that after an indefinite period, when she should in some 
way not indicated have been sufficiently punished for an act in 
her childhood, he might take her back. Ringgold v. Ringgold 
(Va.), 104 S. E. 836. 

6 See also Pritchard v. Norton, 106 U. S. 124; Houghtalihg v. Ball, 19 
Mo. 84; Denny v. Williams, 5 Allen (Mass.) 1. 
' Supra. 

' See also Hurley v. Hurley, 110 Va. 31. 
' Supra. 10 Supra. 



